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EXHIBIT 1 

FCC Form 312: Response to Question 34 

Section 3 10(b)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, establishes 
certain limitations on indirect foreign ownership and voting of certain common carrier 
and broadcast licensees.' By definition, these limitations do not apply to non-common 
carrier space and earth station licenses or private wireless licenses held by Hughes 
Electronics Corporation and its subsidiaries. The Commission has also previously 
established that these statutory limitations do not apply to a licensee providing a 
subscription DBS service, such as DIRECTV? For further information concerning pre- 
and post-merger corporate structure and ownership of Hughes Electronics Corporation 
and its subsidiaries, please see the narrative description in the Consolidated Application 
for Authority to Transfer Control. 

' 
' 

See 47 U.S.C. 5 310(bx4). 

See Memorandum Opinion and Order, MCI Telecommunications Cop.,  FCC 99-1 10, I4 FCC Rcd. 
11077,11081-82, pa 11-14 (1999). me Commission has also clarified its rules on this point by 
eliminating a provision that might have been interpreted to apply foreign ownership restrictions to 
subscription DBS operators. See Report and Order, Policies and Rules for the Direct Broadcast 
&te//iteService, FCCOZ-110, 17FCCRcd. 11331, 11348,fl31-32 (2002). 



EXHIBIT 2 

FCC Form 312: Response to Question 35 

The parties have not requested any “waivers or exemptions from any of the 
Commission’s Rules” in connection with the transfer of control of existing licenses. 
TNCL has, however, requested: (1) that the Commission waive the application of its 
“cut-off rules with respect to all pending applications filed by Hughes Electronics 
Corporation (“Hughes”) or its subsidiaries (including PanAmSat Corporation and 
PanAmSat Licensee Corp.) for additional space station authorizations, to the extent that 
those applications have been the subject of an FCC cut-off notice prior to the closing 
date; and (2) that Commission grant of the transfer applications include authority for 
TNCL to acquire control over (a) all authorizations issued to Hughes or any of its 
subsidiaries while the transaction is pending, (b) construction permits held by such 
companies that mature into licenses while the transaction is pending, and (c) applications 
that are tiled after the date of this application and are pending at the time of 
consummation of the proposed transfer. See narrative description in Consolidated 
Application for Authority to Transfer Control. 



EXHIBIT 3 

FCC Form 312: Response to Question 39 

1. State DeDartment Review 

On December 26,2002, the U.S. Department of State issued a formal charging 
letter to Hughes Electronics Corporation and Boeing Satellite Services, Inc. (“BSS”). 
The letter alleges violations of Arms Export Control Act and relates primarily to the 
involvement of Hughes Space and Communications Company (“HSC”) in reviews of two 
failed launches of commercial communications satellites on Chinese rockets in 1995 and 
1996. HSC was subsequently acquired by The Boeing Company, but Hughes retained 
certain obligations with respect to the resolution of these matters. Effective March 4, 
2003, the State Department, Hughes and BSS entered into a Consent Agreement to settle 
this matter. In addition to payments by Hughes and BSS for past expenditures, future 
enhancements and civil penalties, the Consent Agreement requires each of Hughes and 
BSS to appoint a third party to serve as a Special Compliance OMicer. Except for 
ongoing compliance with the terms of the Consent Agreement, this fully and finally 
resolves all issues regarding this matter. 

2. Cable Connections. Inc.. et al. v. DIRECTV, Inc.. et al. 

In May 2001, plaintiffs filed a class action complaint in Oklahoma State Court 
alleging claims including breach of contract and fiduciary duty, fraud, promissory 
estoppel, antitrust and unfair competition. The four plaintiffs are. independent DIRECTV 
retailers who claim to be bringing the complaint on behalf of all independent retailers, 
including former PRIMESTAR and USSB retailers. In August 2001, the case was stayed 
and the court ordered the individual plaintiffs to pursue their claims in arbitration. After 
seven months of inactivity, plaintiffs filed a motion for class certification of their claims 
in arbitration. DIRECTV opposed this late request filed in contravention of the court’s 
stay order, but the court entered an order indicating that it would retainjurisdiction in 
order to determine whether the prerequisites for class treatment exist. DIRECTV 
appealed the order, and the State Supreme Court issued an order permitting DIRECTV to 
proceed with its appeal. Appeal is now pending. 

3. Garcia v. DIRECTV. Inc. 

In April 2001, Mr. Garcia, an independent retailer of DIRECTV equipment, 
instituted arbitration proceedings against DIRECTV, Inc. regarding chargeback and 
commission disputes. While that arbitration was pending, Mr. Garcia filed a class action 
complaint against DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation in Los Angeles 
Superior Court asserting claims relating to the same chargeback and commission disputes 
and a Consumer Legal Remedies Act claim. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics 



Exhibit 3 
Form 312: Response to Question 39 
Page 2 of 2 

Corporation moved to dismiss and compel arbitration, which motion was granted by Los 
Angeles County Superior Court. However, the court’s order purported to retain 
jurisdiction to determine whether the prerequisites for class treatment of dealer claims 
within an arbitration are met. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation filed 
a notice of appeal of this order. The appellate court denied DIRECTV, Inc.’s appeal, thus 
permitting the trial court to set a schedule for class discovery and a class certification 
hearing. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation petitioned the California 
Supreme Court for review of the order, but the California Supreme Court denied 
DIRECTV, Inc.’s petition for review. DIRECTV, Inc. will be filing for a writ of 
certiorari with the United States Supreme Court to review the decision of the California 
courts. The Los Angeles Superior Court has stayed all proceeding in connection with the 
Garcia litigation pending a decision by the United States Supreme Court dealing with 
issues regarding the Federal Arbitration Act. This decision is expected to be issued in 
June 2003. 



EXHIBIT A-1 

FCC Form 312 Response to Question A21 

For a complete description of the public interest benefits of the proposed 
transaction, please see the narrative description in the Consolidated Application for 
Authority to Transfer Control. 
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FCC FORM 603 APPLICATION 

DIRECTV, Inc. 
IndustriaVBusiness Pool, Conventional 
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Application for Assignments of Authorization 
and Transfers of Control 

FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau lh proved by OMB 

3oM) See instructionsfor - 0800 

public burden estimate 

ElhnlcNy: 

IGendsr:I 

Previewed 05/01/2003 
at 02:29PM 

Black or African- Native Hawaiian or Olher Paciric 
islander: 

;;re? Indian or ~laska 

Female: IMat3: 

Not Hispanic or Hispanic M Latino: 1.1 

1) Application Purpose: Transfer of Contml 

2a) If this request is for an Amendment or Wimdrawai. enter the File Number of lha pending applicalion 
currenny on file with the FCC. 

2b) File numbers of related pending appiicatians currently on file wilh the FCC: 

Tvoe of Transaction 
~ ._... <. 

130) Is lhis a pm forma assignment of au1horlLalY)n M transfer of wntml? No 

bb) If lhe answer 10 Item 3a IS Yes'. IS this a notmcabon 01 a Dm fona bansacllon being Rled under the Cmm1sYOn's fabeareme 
I 

-... .. . . .~ . .. 
'Yes'. attach an exhibil providing the rule numbers and explammg cinumslances No 

5b) I1 a teeable waivwi request 18 attached. muiuply Ihe number of Slalions (call signs) times me number of rule 

6) Are attachments being tiled wilh this appiicalion? Yes 

70) Does the lransacbon mat is the subject 01 lhas application also invoke transfer or assignment of Other wireless licenses held by me 
assignorllransfemr OT affiliates of the ass!gnorlvanstamr(e.g , parents. subsidmrks. or wmmonly marolled entihes) that are not mcluded on 
this form and for which Commission approval Is reqdred? Yes 

7b) Does lhe tiansaclbn (hat is lhs subjecl of lhis epplication also iw0)ve transfer or assignment of nonw~reless Lcmses that are not 
induded on this form and for which Commlssion appmval is required? Y n  

Transaction Information 
8) Haw will assignment of aumodzahon M lransler of mtml be accomplished? Sa* or olhsr .sslpnm.nt or transfer of *loch 
I1 required by applicable rule. a m h  88 an exhiht a statement on how m l m l  is b be asslgmd 01 lransfened. along r i m  copies 01 any 
ertinent mlracls. agreements. instruments. certified wpies of Court Orders, etc. 

19) The assignment of authorization or lransfer of wntml of license Is: Voluntrw I 1  
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Assignee certifies that they meel the definition of a Rural Telephone Company as set out ih the applicable FCC 11118s. and must disclosa all 
parties to agraement(s) to pamtion licenses won in this auctwn. See applicable FCC ~ 1 8 8 .  

STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE ANOIOR 
(U S. Cod.. TIUe 18. Section 1001) ANOIOR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION 
de, Title 47# Secbon 312(a)(l)). AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S Code. Tltle 47, Sectoon 503). 

Authorizations To Be Assigned or Transferred 

a result of transfer of contml, must the licensee now Claim a larger or highercategory of eligibility than was originally 

See instructions for public 
Schedule for Assignments of Authorization 

and Transfers of Control in Auctioned Services Schedule A 

Assignments of Authorization . 
1) Assignee Eligibility for Installment Payments (for assignments of authorization only) 
(is me Asslgnee claimng the same category or a smallef category of elgtbihty lor lnstaumenl payments as We Assgnw (as I I 
Jdetennined by the applcable NI~S governing the licenses lssued to the ~sagnori? 

https://~bwww05.fcc.gov/default.sphRnsPnntPreview.exe?~C=h~erl~~to~print~~.. 5/1/2003 
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Description Contents 

Exbibit A - Question 73 

F l @ 1 / 0 3  bxhibit B -Question 77 0178400879485356930976730. df 

declamd? 

If 'Yes'. the new catwry of eligibiliiy of the licensee is: 

cwWiution statanent for Tnnrfsnes 

)Transferee certifies that the answers provided In Item 4 are bue and correa. 



EXHIBIT A 

FCC Form 603: Response to Question 73 

Section 3 10@)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, establishes 
certain limitations on indirect foreign ownership and voting of certain common carrier 
and broadcast licensees.' By defmitioq these limitations do not apply to non-wlmmOn 
carrier space and earth station licenses or private wireless licenses held by Hughes 
Electronics Corporation and its subsidiaries. The Commission has also previously 
established that these statutory limitations do not apply to a licensee providing a 
subscription DBS service, such as DIRECTV. For further information concerning pre- 
.and post-merger corporate structure and ownership of Hughes Electronics Corporation 
and its subsidiaries, please see the narrative description in the Consolidated Application 
for Authority to Transfer Control. 

' See 47 U.S.C. 5 31o(b)(4): 

See Memorandum Opinion and Ordex, MCI Telecornnrunimions Gp., FCC 99-1 10,14 FCC Rcd 
11077,l 1081-82,~11-14 (1999). The Commission hasalso clarified its rules on this point by 
e l i a t i n g  a provision that might have been interpretea to apply foreign ownership restrictions to 
subscription DES operators. See Report and Order, Policies andRulesfor the Direct Broadcmt 
SatelliteService, FcCO2-110,17FCCRcd. 11331, 11348,m31-32 (2002). 
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EXfWIT B 

FCC Form 603: Response to Question 77 

1. State h a r t m e n t  Review 

On December 26,2002, the U.S. Department of State issued a formal chargmg 
letter to Hughes Electronics Corporation and Boeing Satellite Services, Inc. (“BSS”). 
The letter alleges violations of the Arms Export Control Act and relates primarily to the 
involvement of Hughes Space and Communications Company (“HSC”) in reviews of two 
failed launches of commercial communications satellites on Chinese rockets in 1995 and 
1996. HSC was subsequently acquired by The Boeing Company, but Hughes retained 
certain obligations with respect to the resolution of these matters. Effective March 4, 
2003, the State Department, Hughes and BSS entered into a Consent Agreement to settle 
this matter. In addition to payments by Hughes and BSS for past expenditures, future 
enhancements and civil penalties, the Consent Agreement requires each of Hughes and 
BSS to appoint a third party to serve as a Special Compliance Officer. Except for 
ongoing compliance with the terms of the Consent Agreement, this fully and finally 
resolves all issues regarding this matter. 

2. Cable Connections. Inc.. et al. v. DIRECTV. Inc.. et al. 

In May 2001, plaintiffs filed a class action complaint in Oklahoma State Court 
alleging claims including breach of contract and fiduciary duty, fraud, promissory 
estoppel, antitrust and unfair competition. The four plaintiffs are independent DIRECTV 
retailers who claim to be bringing the complaint on behalf of all independent retailers, 
including former PRIMESTAR and USSB retailers. In August 2001, the case was stayed 
and the court ordered the individual plaiitiffs to pursue their claims in arbitration. After 
seven months of inactivity, plaintiffs filed a motion for class certification of their claims 
in arbitration. DIRECTV opposed this late request filed in contravention of the court’s 
stay order, but the court entered an order indicating that it would retain jurisdiction in 
order to determine whether the prerequisites for class treatmd exist. DIRECTV 
appealed the order, and the State Supreme Court issued an order permitting DRECTV to 
proceed with its appeal. Appeal is now pending. 

3. Garcia v. DIRECTV. Inc. 

In April 2001, Mr. Garcia, an independent retailer of DRECTV equipment, 
instituted &itration proceedings against DIRECTV, Inc. regarding chargeback and 
commission disputes. While that arbitration was pending, Mr. Garcia fded a class action 
complaint against DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation in Los Angeles 
Superior Court asserting claims relating to the same chargeback and commission disputes 
and a Consumer Legal Remedies Act claim. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics 



Exhibit E 
Form 603: Response to Question 77 
Page 2 of 2 

Corporation moved to dismiss and compel arbitration, which motion was granted by Los 
Angeles County Superior Court. However, the court’s order purported to retain 
jurisdiction to determine whether the prerequisites for class treatment of dealer claims 
within an arbitration are met. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation filed 
a notice of appeal of this order. The appellate court denied DIRECTV, Inc.’s appeal, thus 
permitting the trial court to set a schedule for class discovery and a class certification 
hearing. DIRECTV, Inc. and Hughes Electronics Corporation petitioned the California 
Supreme Court for review of the order, but the California Supreme Court denied 
DIRECTV, Inc.’s petition for review. DIRECTV, Inc. will be filing for a writ of 
certiorari with the United States Supreme Court to review the decision of the California 
courts. The Los Angeles Superior Court has stayed all proceeding in connection with the 
Garcia litigation pending a decision by the United States Supreme Court dealing with 
issues regarding the Federal Arbitration Act. This decision is expected to be issued in 
June 2003. 



X 



FCC FORM 605 APPLICATION 

Hughes Electronics Corporation 
Aircraft 
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1) The Applicant wains any claim lo the use of m y  partlcularfcqwaey or of the elsdmmagnetic *pactrum as against the 
w u l a t o y  power of tha United Siaws beau.. Or the p n v i w r  u n  of the smm. whethn by 8wnn.s or othsmire, and requests an 
authorlutlon in acrordanw with this application. 

2) The appliunl cerUfier that all statements made in thh .ppliCnron and in the exhibits. attachment., or documsntr incorporated 
by r e f m n w  am mmarial. are part of this appliution. and M bm. complete, wmct and made in goad faith. 

. .  

Main Form I 
II II 

See instructions for 

public burden eslimate 

File Number: 

Quick-Form Application for 
Authorization in the Ship, Aircraft, 

Amateur, Restricted and Commercial 
Operator, and the General Mobile Radio 

I Services 

1) Radio Senrice Code:AC 

2) App(ication PUTPOW: New 
3) If this request is for a STA (Special Temporary Authorization) enter's and attach the required exhibit as described in the 

4) If mi6 requesl is for an Amendment or Withdrawal of Application, enter the file number of the Dending application 

.. 
date (tiis item is optimal). 

filing request a Waivsr of the Commission's Rules? If'Y'. attach the required showing as described in the 

18) Are Attachments (omer than aswanted schedules) being Sled wnh (his appllcatlon? H ~ s s  

Applicant Information 
191 FCC RegisIration Numbs, (FRN) OOO2tS5S95 

i 

(14) P 0 Box 956 I 
[lWCih, E(Se+p~do I)lI)Slale CA ))18)2lpCode 9204.5- 1 

I l A n d l O r 1 ( 1 5 1  Street Address' 200 North Smpulvsda Bird 

Ship Applicants Only 
123) Enter new name of yossei I )  

fee Status 
124) Islhe Applicant exempt from FCC application less? 
125) IS the Applicant exempt horn FCC regulatory fees? 

General Certification Statements 

II 
l a  

h t t p s : / / w t b w w w 0 5 . f c c . g o v / d e f a u l t . s p h / U l s t A k . .  5/1/2003 

https://wtbwww05.fcc.gov/default.sph/UlstAk
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- 

4) The applicant certifies that neither the applicant nor any other party l o  the application is subject to a denial of Federal benefits 
pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti -Drug Abuse Act of 1988.21 U.S.C. 5 862, because of a conviction for possession or 
distribution of a controlled substance. 
See Section 1.2002(b) of the rules., 47 CFR 1.2002(b) for the definition of -party to the application- as used In this certification. 

5) Amateur or GURS Applicant cemfisr that tha conrtructbn of the station would NOT be an action which Is likely to have a 
signlRwnt anvimnmentai .thd (we the Commission's rubs 47 CFR Sections 1.1301-11319 and section 97.13p) NI~S (available 
+t web elte h n p : ~ ~ i r e l e s s . f ~ . g o v ~ N l ~ s . ~ i ) .  

6) Amateur Applicant cerwIes that they have READ and WILL COMPLY WITH Section 97.131~) of the Commissim's Rules 
(avallable at web site hUpJ/~n(eu.fcrpovlNukr.html) ng.rding RADIOFREQUENCY (RF) RADIATWJN SAFETY and the amateur 
service section of OSTIOET Bulletin Numhr  65 (avallable at web site h n p : l ~ . ~ c a o v / ~ ~ l n f ~ l d o c u m e n W b u l l . t i n .  

1) Applicant certifies that he or she Is clalming elisibilW under Rule Section 95.5 of the Commission's Rules. 

2) Applicant cemties that he or she is at leu1 18 years of ap. 
3) Applicant Certifies that he or she will comply with the nqulrement that use of heqwncles 462650.467.650,462.700 and 467.700 
Uhz is not permitted near the Canadian border North of Line A and West of Line C. These haguenci.8 sre used throught Canada 
and harmful interference i s  anticipated. 

4) Non-Individual npplicants certify that t h 9  have NOT changed frequency or channel pain. type of emission, antenna height. 
location of fixed tran8mitt.n. number of mobile units, area of mobile operation. or increase In power. 

26) Typed or Printed Name of Party Authorized to Siqn 

27) Titie: Corporate Senior Wce Presided 

Sianature: Larry D Hunter 

Failure TO Si This Application May ReWll In Dismissal Of The Appltcation And Foifeiture Of Any Fees Paid 

WiLLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON MIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE ANOlOR 
IMPRISONMENT (US. Code. Title 18, SSCtion 1001) AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT 
(U.S. Code. Title 47. 5 312(a)(l)). AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. Code. Tilie 47. 5 503). 

First Name: Lany l l h l l : 1 ] L a s l  Name: Hunter IlsIJfIix: 

1128) Dale: 04l18103 

Approved by OMB 
30600850 
See 805 Main Form lnstrudon~ 
for public burden estimate 

Schedule for Additional Data for the 
Aircraft Radio Service (Part 87) 

File Number: 

Attachment 

T I  
Type 

You must obtain an FCC Aircraft Radio Station License if you make international flights or 
communications. 
If you are not required to obtain a license - you do not need to file this form with the FCC. 
11) Provide the FAA RegIstrah N& (N-number): HAM 

12.) is Application fw a ~ i w t  m n s e  7 NO 

13) Is for a palaMe hc6nse7No 

b) Classification Rwuested (Enter only one): Private U r m R  

1b) Total Number of Airman in Fleet 7 

I Description Contents Date 

05/01/03 lExhibit A 

Attachment List  

h t t p s : / / w t b w w w 0 5 . f c ~ . g o v / d e f a u l t . s p h / U l s . .  5/1/2003 
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EXHIBIT A 

FCC Form 605: Request for New License 
Station 21AM 

The current Licensee of station 21AM is Hughes ElectroNcs Corporation 
(“Hughes”). Hughes is a wholly owned subsidiary of General Motors Corporation 
(“Gh4”). Hughes is requesting a new license for station 21AM because GM has proposed 
to transfer control of Hughes, and aviation licenses cannot be transferred For further 
discussion of the transfer of control, please see the narrative description in the 
Consolidated Application for Authority to Transfer Control. 
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FCC FORM 603 .APPLICATION 

Hughes Electronics Corporation 
Microwave IndustriaVBusiness Pool 
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30) Is this a pm forms assignment of euthorhUon OT trander of control? No 

3b) I! me answer to Item 3a k Yea', is his a notilkahn of a pm forma transaction being filed under the Commission's forbearance 
p e d u r e s  for telemmmunications licenses? 

4) For ewignment of euthodzation only. is &is a parmion andlw disaggregahn? 

Sa) Does this filing requen a weivw of the Commission rules? 

.. 

. _ .  
*sand enter the result. 

E) Are altachments being filed with this awliwtion? Y n  

7a) Does me transedon mat is the subject of this application also involve transfer or assignment of other wireless licenses heM by me 
assiQnwltransfemr or affiliates of the assignorltransfemr(e.@., pareds. subsidiaries. or c o m m l y  mntmlled entities) that are not included on 
mis form and for which Commiosion appmvai is mwkd 7 Y n  
7b) Does the trensaction that is the subject of mi6 applicatbn also involve bansfer or assignment 01 wn-wiretess licenses mat are not 

~ 

Yes'. eltach en exhlbn pmvldlng the Nle numbers end sxplalnlnp circumstances. No 

5b) If a feeebb wa~ver request k anached. multlply me number 01 stat~ons lwll si~ns) times me number of N I ~  

110) FCC Regmlraltlm Number (FRN) OM2155695 

(12) Emily Name (If not an hdividual) Hughes Electronla Corpontlon 

I 

13) Anention To: 

14) P.O. Bar: 956 lhnd I Or 115) Street Address: 200 North Sapulveda 8kd.  

(2O)FAXNumber: (310)456-1089 

117) State: CA 1118) zip Cade: 80245 

19) Telephone Number. (340w&Mooo 
21) E-Mail Address: 

22) Race, Ethnlclty, Gender of AssignodUcensee (Optional) 
I. 

n: 

Not Hispanic (K 

Latino: 

Female: Male: 


